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n November 7, 1957, the U5, Environmental Profoction Agency (EPA) published a
propasal to reduce oxides of nitrogen (NOx) in 22 states to addess regional ozoe transpart
Our comiments today are in response fo the May 11, 1998 Supplerental Notics of Proposed
Rulemaking on that projasal.

Indiana is commtied 10 mecting the new ozone health standard within Indiana and to
remedy any significant impact of Indiana to other states® local air quality problems. We have
flready formed and are working with very aclive local ozonc steering committess in each of
seven melrtpalilan arcas in Indiana at risk of not meeting the new ozone standard. These
cotnmittees will help shape the arca clean air plans due by 2000 or 2003, We have also already
bepun the technical wiozk to provide puidance to the local communities and to support
development of our plans.

Based on the scicnce brought forward to date by EPA and the states, wo are confident that
when Indiana and our nearby neighbors solve our respective omane probilems, our centribution fo
dowmwind states will he ingignificant. We arc committed to solving ozone problems, o bong the
health bencfits Hoosiers expect and deserve, We are also ¢omenitted to achieving this geal ina
comunen sense, effzclive way,
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EPA™s proposal to address repgional transport of ezone, which requires the equivalent of
an 85% reduction in NOx from 1990 levels by the vear 2002, is not 2 conunon sense, effective
solution. We understand EPA™s infercst and responsibiily o fimshing quickly the job of meeting
the nesw clean air Bealth goals, This contodl level, thowgh it wltimately may be needed for eertain
gources to assisk in meeting the new o=one standard in individual states, zoes beyond the level
that can be demonstrated by any available sewence as needed to address the reglonal ansport
phenomenon, The proposad compliznes date o 2002 for that level of control is exiremely
aparassive and may risk power refiability and cause onerous and expensive dismptions as plants
across the coundry pursue limited technological and lniman resources to accomplish the
improveinents, Such a level and timeframe would roguire retrofitting a large mamber of
sophisficated control devices on electne power plants throughout the ¢astern Umifed States, We
belieyve BPAs 2002 timelames simins the abiliy of the electde atility indestor and related
busincsses W complate this work responsibly, EPA also has not investigated the eritical question
whether electeicity reserves are available to compensate for downtime aszociated with the
installation of a laree number of control devices.

EPA’s proposal goes beyond the steps necassary 1o address repional transport. [t also
would result in the iimposition of a federal solution to the local air quality problems that remain
after regional fransport is minimized. The contenls of the final local ¢lean air plans are best
detormined by states.

Chur recornmended approach for remedying tie ozone fransport problem and ultirnately
solving the ozone air quality problems Is included as Enclosure 1. Our approach calls for:

* the equivalent of a 65% reduction for povver plants from 1990 levels by the year 2003,
* ap effective, casy to implement regional NOx cizission frading systen,

* air guality assezsments for the new ozone standard by the year 2001,

* complete zir quality placs by the year 2003, and

* EPA action in the ¢yent of Failure by the state to pexlorm,

By focusing on greatly reducing regional (ransport thuough near-term NO® reduetions from
power plants and large indusioal boilers and then eralting final plans as soon as practical, our
approach will result in clean ait on the same schedule az EPA's and assure that each community
and state has the ability to select the right mix of pollufion reductions to do the job. By assunng
that immediate steps are taken to remedy any signaficant contribution from cur state and athers to
downwind states, which we believe is the purpose of EPA’s proposal, we then leave the next
steps to the states to complete the job of meeting the orone standards by or ahead of schedule.

Cur echnicsl suppaorl znd other comments on the supplemental netice of proposed
rlemaking are inchided as Enclosure 2.
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Lurge CPA to ¢onsider our approach and corunents sepionsly, They reprosent a common
sense, effective and balanced way to meet the nation’s clean air goals. The EPA proposal has
prompted a welcome debate across the countty on the best way to achieve clean air goals. States,
the public, the private sector and the faderal government do not all agree on the best approach.
EFA should listen to the many comments that are received in response to the proposed
rujemaking and fashion an approach that is workable and effective and assumes that states are
fully prepared to take the steps needed to achicve olean air. BPA may ultimately take further
action whenever a state iz slow or ineffective in mesting clean air standards.

My staff and 1 are wvailable to clanfy or dizscuss our comments. | appreciate vour
leadership on clean air issues and am hopefil that EPA’S final action will reflect the common
sense that BPA sceks in implementing environmental statutes.
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